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speak on the bill, our distinguished 
chairman on the Financial Services 
Committee. 

Mr. BACHUS. Mr. Speaker, I came 
here to compliment the two gentlemen 
who have spoken on this bill, who are 
the cosponsors of a bipartisan bill. 

When I first heard about this legisla-
tion, I thought, like most legislation 
this year, it won’t go anywhere. I 
thought it may pass the House, but it 
may not pass the Senate. I understand 
that with this particular legislation, 
that our Senate colleagues are waiting 
for it and they’re ready to act upon it. 

Mr. SCOTT brought up, I think, a sa-
lient point when he said that we’re 
having many banks and credit unions 
who are struggling, because when peo-
ple don’t have jobs, they can’t pay 
back their loans. Our banks and credit 
unions are trying to cope with the 
added expense of more regulation. Par-
ticularly at a time like that, but at 
any time, for people to take advantage 
of a statute that is intended to protect 
the American people is really audacity 
and greed in its purest sense. 

I’m an attorney, and I can tell you 
that 999 out of 1,000 attorneys or 
former attorneys would absolutely be 
enraged to find that very few of their 
colleagues are taking advantage of 
Regulation E and the Electronic Fund 
Transfer Act to sue these institutions 
on lawsuits that are totally against the 
public interest, and particularly are 
against the interests of those living in 
low-income areas and high-crime areas. 
The people in those areas are coping 
with so much that to add to that, hav-
ing an ATM machine removed from 
that location or from a low-income 
area, just adds another expense for peo-
ple who have very little means of fi-
nancing their life today. That’s what’s 
happening. 

Either the vandals themselves are 
going and vandalizing the sticker that 
we’ve all seen—we’ve all used an ATM. 
We’ve all seen the sticker there. We 
probably didn’t notice the sticker there 
because what really caught our atten-
tion is when we get on the screen and 
we see that same notice, but that no-
tice actually on the screen requires us 
to affirmatively say ‘‘yes,’’ we will 
agree to it. So people today probably 
don’t even notice that sticker. The few 
people who noticed that sticker and 
took advantage of it were people that 
were up to no good, people that were 
willing to bring what some of us would 
call a ‘‘frivolous lawsuit.’’ 

These lawsuits can ask for a half mil-
lion dollars worth of damages. And be-
cause it is actually a statutory failure 
to have it, these lawsuits sometimes 
result in a $100,000 or $200,000 judgment. 
They’re also resulting in these ATMs 
not being located in areas that are sub-
ject to vandalism. Of course, almost 
any area could be subject to it, but 
we’ve penalized those Americans who 
are least able to afford to travel a 
greater distance for the convenience of 
an AMT machine. 

As Mr. LUETKEMEYER and Mr. SCOTT 
said, people come up; they scrape it off. 

Some of these appear to be well-orga-
nized efforts by the very people that 
bring the lawsuit to go out and do 
these in an organized manner among 
hundreds of machines. They then come 
in and file a class action. 

Mr. LUETKEMEYER, at one time, was a 
banker in a small Missouri community. 
And in most cases, particularly a small 
credit union or a community bank or a 
local bank, they can’t afford to battle 
these for $50,000 or $100,000—it actually 
may be a big law firm bringing these 
lawsuits—so they settle them for 
$50,000. This will put an end to that. 

Let me tell you, no one on the Finan-
cial Services Committee expressed any 
doubt about this legislation. I don’t 
think anyone would, other than those 
people who are complicit in vandal-
izing these machines and making 
money on what we sometimes called 
‘‘unintended consequences.’’ I tell you, 
it certainly was unintended. If we had, 
in our imagination, sat down for days 
and said what is the worst thing that 
could happen by requiring us to put a 
sticker on as well as electronic notice, 
we would have never come up with 
this. We would have never come up 
with the ingenuity of some people to 
take advantage of the law. But that’s 
what’s happened here. 

Today, I think, unanimously, hope-
fully, we’re going to shut the door on 
this practice and send this bill over to 
the Senate, particularly for areas 
where there is high vandalism in our 
rural communities. We’re going to set 
a wrong right. 

Let me say that this is a model for 
how this Congress ought to operate, of 
coming together, having a consensus, 
coming up with good, commonsense 
legislation that benefits the public and 
reduces unnecessary costs and puts 
what I consider and I think is criminal 
behavior out of business. We’re going 
to put some criminals out of business 
with this legislation. 

Mr. LUETKEMEYER, Mr. SCOTT, and all 
Members who are cosponsoring this 
bill, I commend each and every one of 
you. 

Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, in closing I certainly would 
just like to say how important this leg-
islation is. 

As the chairman of our Financial 
Services Committee, Chairman BACH-
US, just stated, these are sophisticated 
individuals. These are people who know 
the system. That’s why I refer to them 
as scam artists. 

This is a racket, and it’s a racket 
that we need to put out of business 
that’s causing tremendous headaches, 
tremendous difficulties for the heart of 
our fine economic system, which is our 
banking system, our commercial sys-
tem. This will go a long way in helping 
to take away a very superfluous but se-
rious enough threat. 

The other thing about this that’s 
very fine is we hear a great cry among 
the American people for great biparti-
sanship. Here’s a great example of 
Democrats and Republicans working 

together for the good of the United 
States of America. 

Thank you very much for working 
with me on this, and I appreciate hav-
ing an opportunity to work with you. 

And since I have no other speakers, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

b 1650 

Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Mr. Speaker, 
again, I want to thank Mr. SCOTT from 
Georgia for helping this bill along. As 
he articulated, Georgia has had an in-
ordinate number of banks this past 
year, 2 or 3 years, that have suffered 
and have gone out of business. 

This is just another situation here 
where this bill may not be a very big 
bill in the light of things, but it cer-
tainly is going to relieve some stress 
on some of our institutions, also some 
exposure for some of our merchants. I 
think, as our distinguished chairman 
articulated, it’s time to put some of 
these folks out of business as well. 

I have had, unfortunately, some of 
these things go on in my district, and 
this is how it was brought to my atten-
tion. But I think we have come to-
gether as a group, and we had a great 
meeting the other day in Financial 
Services and had strong bipartisan sup-
port. We have the support in the Sen-
ate. 

With that, I will close and ask for the 
support of the body. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. 
LUETKEMEYER) that the House suspend 
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4367. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 

f 

HYDROPOWER REGULATORY 
EFFICIENCY ACT OF 2012 

Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H.R. 5892) to improve 
hydropower, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 5892 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘Hydropower Regulatory Efficiency Act 
of 2012’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents of this Act is as follows: 
Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
Sec. 2. Findings. 
Sec. 3. Promoting small hydroelectric power 

projects. 
Sec. 4. Promoting conduit hydropower 

projects. 
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Sec. 5. FERC authority to extend prelimi-

nary permit periods. 
Sec. 6. Promoting hydropower development 

at nonpowered dams and closed 
loop pumped storage projects. 

Sec. 7. DOE study of pumped storage and po-
tential hydropower from con-
duits. 

SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 
Congress finds that— 
(1) the hydropower industry currently em-

ploys approximately 300,000 workers across 
the United States; 

(2) hydropower is the largest source of 
clean, renewable electricity in the United 
States; 

(3) as of the date of enactment of this Act, 
hydropower resources, including pumped 
storage facilities, provide— 

(A) nearly 7 percent of the electricity gen-
erated in the United States; and 

(B) approximately 100,000 megawatts of 
electric capacity in the United States; 

(4) only 3 percent of the 80,000 dams in the 
United States generate electricity, so there 
is substantial potential for adding hydro-
power generation to nonpowered dams; and 

(5) according to one study, by utilizing cur-
rently untapped resources, the United States 
could add approximately 60,000 megawatts of 
new hydropower capacity by 2025, which 
could create 700,000 new jobs over the next 13 
years. 
SEC. 3. PROMOTING SMALL HYDROELECTRIC 

POWER PROJECTS. 
Subsection (d) of section 405 of the Public 

Utility Regulatory Policies Act of 1978 (16 
U.S.C. 2705) is amended by striking ‘‘5,000’’ 
and inserting ‘‘10,000’’. 
SEC. 4. PROMOTING CONDUIT HYDROPOWER 

PROJECTS. 
(a) APPLICABILITY OF, AND EXEMPTION 

FROM, LICENSING REQUIREMENTS.—Section 30 
of the Federal Power Act (16 U.S.C. 823a) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking subsections (a) and (b) and 
inserting the following: 

‘‘(a)(1) A qualifying conduit hydropower fa-
cility shall not be required to be licensed 
under this part. 

‘‘(2)(A) Any person, State, or municipality 
proposing to construct a qualifying conduit 
hydropower facility shall file with the Com-
mission a notice of intent to construct such 
facility. The notice shall include sufficient 
information to demonstrate that the facility 
meets the qualifying criteria. 

‘‘(B) Not later than 15 days after receipt of 
a notice of intent filed under subparagraph 
(A), the Commission shall— 

‘‘(i) make an initial determination as to 
whether the facility meets the qualifying 
criteria; and 

‘‘(ii) if the Commission makes an initial 
determination, pursuant to clause (i), that 
the facility meets the qualifying criteria, 
publish public notice of the notice of intent 
filed under subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(C) If, not later than 45 days after the 
date of publication of the public notice de-
scribed in subparagraph (B)(ii)— 

‘‘(i) an entity contests whether the facility 
meets the qualifying criteria, the Commis-
sion shall promptly issue a written deter-
mination as to whether the facility meets 
such criteria; or 

‘‘(ii) no entity contests whether the facil-
ity meets the qualifying criteria, the facility 
shall be deemed to meet such criteria. 

‘‘(3) For purposes of this section: 
‘‘(A) The term ‘conduit’ means any tunnel, 

canal, pipeline, aqueduct, flume, ditch, or 
similar manmade water conveyance that is 
operated for the distribution of water for ag-
ricultural, municipal, or industrial consump-
tion and not primarily for the generation of 
electricity. 

‘‘(B) The term ‘qualifying conduit hydro-
power facility’ means a facility (not includ-
ing any dam or other impoundment) that is 
determined or deemed under paragraph (2)(C) 
to meet the qualifying criteria. 

‘‘(C) The term ‘qualifying criteria’ means, 
with respect to a facility— 

‘‘(i) the facility is constructed, operated, or 
maintained for the generation of electric 
power and uses for such generation only the 
hydroelectric potential of a non-federally 
owned conduit; 

‘‘(ii) the facility has an installed capacity 
that does not exceed 5 megawatts; and 

‘‘(iii) on or before the date of enactment of 
the Hydropower Regulatory Efficiency Act of 
2012, the facility is not licensed under, or ex-
empted from the license requirements con-
tained in, this part. 

‘‘(b) Subject to subsection (c), the Commis-
sion may grant an exemption in whole or in 
part from the requirements of this part, in-
cluding any license requirements contained 
in this part, to any facility (not including 
any dam or other impoundment) con-
structed, operated, or maintained for the 
generation of electric power which the Com-
mission determines, by rule or order— 

‘‘(1) utilizes for such generation only the 
hydroelectric potential of a conduit; and 

‘‘(2) has an installed capacity that does not 
exceed 40 megawatts.’’. 

(2) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘sub-
section (a)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsection (b)’’; 
and 

(3) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘sub-
section (a)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsection (b)’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Subsection 
(d) of section 405 of the Public Utility Regu-
latory Policies Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C. 2705), as 
amended, is further amended by striking 
‘‘subsection (a) of such section 30’’ and in-
serting ‘‘subsection (b) of such section 30’’. 
SEC. 5. FERC AUTHORITY TO EXTEND PRELIMI-

NARY PERMIT PERIODS. 
Section 5 of the Federal Power Act (16 

U.S.C. 798) is amended— 
(1) by designating the first, second, and 

third sentences as subsections (a), (c), and 
(d), respectively; and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (a) (as so 
designated) the following: 

‘‘(b) The Commission may extend the pe-
riod of a preliminary permit once for not 
more than 2 additional years beyond the 3 
years permitted by subsection (a) if the Com-
mission finds that the permittee has carried 
out activities under such permit in good 
faith and with reasonable diligence.’’. 
SEC. 6. PROMOTING HYDROPOWER DEVELOP-

MENT AT NONPOWERED DAMS AND 
CLOSED LOOP PUMPED STORAGE 
PROJECTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—To improve the regu-
latory process and reduce delays and costs 
for hydropower development at nonpowered 
dams and closed loop pumped storage 
projects, the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission (referred to in this section as 
the ‘‘Commission’’) shall investigate the fea-
sibility of the issuance of a license for hydro-
power development at nonpowered dams and 
closed loop pumped storage projects in a 2- 
year period (referred to in this section as a 
‘‘2-year process’’). Such a 2-year process 
shall include any prefiling licensing process 
of the Commission. 

(b) WORKSHOPS AND PILOTS.—The Commis-
sion shall— 

(1) not later than 60 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act, hold an initial work-
shop to solicit public comment and rec-
ommendations on how to implement a 2-year 
process; 

(2) develop criteria for identifying projects 
featuring hydropower development at non-
powered dams and closed loop pumped stor-
age projects that may be appropriate for li-
censing within a 2-year process; 

(3) not later than 180 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act, develop and imple-
ment pilot projects to test a 2-year process, 
if practicable; and 

(4) not later than 3 years after the date of 
implementation of the final pilot project 
testing a 2-year process, hold a final work-
shop to solicit public comment on the effec-
tiveness of each tested 2-year process. 

(c) MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING.—The 
Commission shall, to the extent practicable, 
enter into a memorandum of understanding 
with any applicable Federal or State agency 
to implement a pilot project described in 
subsection (b). 

(d) REPORTS.— 
(1) PILOT PROJECTS NOT IMPLEMENTED.—If 

the Commission determines that no pilot 
project described in subsection (b) is prac-
ticable because no 2-year process is prac-
ticable, not later than 240 days after the date 
of enactment of this Act, the Commission 
shall submit to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources of the Senate a report that— 

(A) describes the public comments received 
as part of the initial workshop held under 
subsection (b)(1); and 

(B) identifies the process, legal, environ-
mental, economic, and other issues that jus-
tify the determination of the Commission 
that no 2-year process is practicable, with 
recommendations on how Congress may ad-
dress or remedy the identified issues. 

(2) PILOT PROJECTS IMPLEMENTED.—If the 
Commission develops and implements pilot 
projects involving a 2-year process, not later 
than 60 days after the date of completion of 
the final workshop held under subsection 
(b)(4), the Commission shall submit to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources of the Sen-
ate a report that— 

(A) describes the outcomes of the pilot 
projects; 

(B) describes the public comments from 
the final workshop on the effectiveness of 
each tested 2-year process; and 

(C)(i) outlines how the Commission will 
adopt policies under existing law (including 
regulations) that result in a 2-year process 
for appropriate projects; 

(ii) outlines how the Commission will issue 
new regulations to adopt a 2-year process for 
appropriate projects; or 

(iii) identifies the process, legal, environ-
mental, economic, and other issues that jus-
tify a determination of the Commission that 
no 2-year process is practicable, with rec-
ommendations on how Congress may address 
or remedy the identified issues. 

SEC. 7. DOE STUDY OF PUMPED STORAGE AND 
POTENTIAL HYDROPOWER FROM 
CONDUITS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Energy 
shall conduct a study— 

(1)(A) of the technical flexibility that ex-
isting pumped storage facilities can provide 
to support intermittent renewable electric 
energy generation, including the potential 
for such existing facilities to be upgraded or 
retrofitted with advanced commercially 
available technology; and 

(B) of the technical potential of existing 
pumped storage facilities and new advanced 
pumped storage facilities, to provide grid re-
liability benefits; and 

(2)(A) to identify the range of opportuni-
ties for hydropower that may be obtained 
from conduits (as defined by the Secretary) 
in the United States; and 

(B) through case studies, to assess amounts 
of potential energy generation from such 
conduit hydropower projects. 
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(b) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 

the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of Energy shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources of the Sen-
ate a report that describes the results of the 
study conducted under subsection (a), includ-
ing any recommendations. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from 
Washington (Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS) 
and the gentlewoman from Colorado 
(Ms. DEGETTE) each will control 20 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Washington. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days to revise and extend their re-
marks and to include extraneous mate-
rial on H.R. 5892. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Washington? 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. Mr. 

Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong 
support of H.R. 5892, the Hydropower 
Regulatory Efficiency Act of 2012, 
which I introduced, along with my 
good friend from Colorado, Representa-
tive DIANA DEGETTE. 

To see the potential and the benefits 
of hydropower, all we have to do is 
look at my home State of Washington, 
which gets over 75 percent of its power 
from clean, reliable hydropower and 
has some of the Nation’s lowest elec-
tricity rates. 

The Columbia and Snake River dams 
in eastern Washington, through irriga-
tion, transformed a dry, barren desert 
with sagebrush to one of the most pro-
ductive agriculture regions in the 
world. The low cost of hydropower 
brought high-tech companies like 
Google and Yahoo to relocate their 
servers there. Manufacturing facilities 
like BMW have now opened plants in 
Moses Lake, and the significant trans-
portation benefits hydropower infra-
structure provides to our Nation’s 
barging are all as a result of hydro-
power. 

Yet, notwithstanding all of these 
benefits, the regulatory approval proc-
ess for hydropower development, espe-
cially for smaller projects, can be un-
necessarily slow, costly, and cum-
bersome. That’s why I authored, and I 
urge my colleagues to support, H.R. 
5892, which reforms and streamlines 
the hydropower permitting and regu-
latory process for small hydropower 
and conduit projects, reducing the bur-
dens impeding development and get-
ting low-cost electricity to commu-
nities faster. 

Mr. Speaker, few would disagree that 
we as a Nation need to become more 
energy independent. Along with Mem-
bers on both sides of the aisle, I sup-
port an all-of-the-above energy strat-
egy. The Department of Energy has 

also a goal of doubling the amount of 
hydropower produced in the United 
States, which a recent National Hydro-
power Association study revealed could 
be accomplished without building a 
single new dam by simply investing in 
new technologies and turbines. Mr. 
Speaker, the benefits and the over-
whelming potential is why I urge the 
President to include hydropower in his 
all-of-the-above energy strategy. 

As part of an all-of-the-above strat-
egy, we need to domestically produce 
more oil, coal, natural gas, and renew-
able energies like hydropower. Accord-
ing to the Energy Information Admin-
istration, currently 75 percent of all re-
newable energy produced in the United 
States is hydropower. However, that 
only accounts for 7 percent of the total 
electricity nationwide, and we’ve hard-
ly scratched the surface of 
hydropower’s potential. By utilizing 
currently untapped resources, the 
United States could add approximately 
60,000 megawatts of new hydropower by 
2025. 

Furthermore, with job growth still at 
a sluggish pace and far too many 
Americans out of work, we should be 
looking at every opportunity to put 
Americans back to work. Increased hy-
dropower development will do just 
that, with the potential to create up to 
700,000 jobs over the next decade. 
Unleashing American ingenuity to in-
crease hydropower production will 
lower energy costs and help create 
thousands of jobs. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge all my colleagues 
to support American energy and sup-
port H.R. 5892. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 29, 2012. 

Hon. BARACK OBAMA, 
The White House, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: As we continue to 
advance policies that will reduce America’s 
dependency on foreign energy under the ‘‘all- 
of-the-above’’ mantra, I respectfully urge 
you to consider our nation’s largest, clean-
est, and most inexpensive renewable energy 
source—hydroelectric power. 

According to your Department of Energy, 
approximately only seven percent of our na-
tion’s total electricity and nearly seventy- 
five percent of all renewable energy comes 
from hydropower. Hydropower’s undeveloped 
potential is nearly exponential. Currently, 
only three percent of the 84,000 dams in the 
United States produce hydropower and hy-
dropower production could double without 
building a single new dam. Not to mention 
the commonsense regulatory reforms that 
can be made to reduce the regulatory burden 
constraining hydropower production. The 
first and foremost beneficiary of increasing 
the development of this clean renewable en-
ergy source will be consumers with lower 
utility bills. 

While I applaud your decision to embrace 
an ‘‘all-of-the-above’’ energy approach, I am 
disappointed your ‘‘all-of-the-above’’ ap-
proach does not include hydropower. Accord-
ing to your campaign website, the United 
States’ leading renewable energy source does 
not play a role in our nation’s energy future. 
With the potential and benefits of hydro-
power in mind, I respectfully urge you to re-

evaluate and include hydropower in your 
‘‘all-of-the-above’’ approach to energy inde-
pendence. 

Sincerely, 
CATHY MCMORRIS RODGERS. 

NATIONAL HYDROPOWER ASSOCIATION, 
Washington, DC, July 9, 2012. 

Hon. CATHY MCMORRIS RODGERS, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. DIANA DEGETTE, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE MCMORRIS RODGERS 
AND REPRESENTATIVE DEGETTER: On behalf of 
the National Hydropower Association (NHA) 
I want to extend our appreciation for your 
leadership on hydropower issues and recog-
nize your tremendous work on H.R. 5892, the 
Hydropower Regulatory Efficiency Act of 
2012. 

NHA fully supports the legislation, which 
provides common-sense improvements to the 
development process for small hydropower 
and conduit projects while also seeking solu-
tions to unlock new generation at existing 
non-powered dam infrastructure and closed- 
loop pumped storage facilities. 

Hydropower is an integral part of Amer-
ica’s energy portfolio. The adoption of 
smart, targeted policies, such as H.R. 5892, 
allows our nation to tap new hydropower re-
sources to meet future energy needs. 

Once again, we commend your work to in-
crease affordable, reliable, and renewable hy-
dropower deployment and for crafting a bill 
that has garnered broad bipartisan support 
as well as the endorsement of both the indus-
try and the environmental community. 

Sincerely, 
LINDA CHURCH CIOCCI, 

Executive Director. 

HYDROVOLTS, 
June 19, 2012. 

Hon. CATHY MCMORRIS ROGERS, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE MCMORRIS ROD-
GERS: We are writing to express our support 
for H.R. 5892, the ‘‘Hydropower Regulatory 
Efficiency Act of 2012.’’ 

Hydrovolts, headquartered in Seattle, 
Washington, is a manufacturer of portable 
hydropower turbines that harvest 
hydrokinetic energy from water channels. 
Primarily working with irrigation districts, 
water treatment plants and other water sys-
tem operators who can purchase multiple 
turbines, we are working to help revolu-
tionize renewable in-stream hydropower gen-
eration and make it cost-effective for the 
USA and for an untapped global export mar-
ket. Deployed in the huge water supply ca-
nals that now cross the continents, these 
turbines have no environmental impact and 
can be mass-produced like cars, creating 
good manufacturing jobs. Hydrovolts’ inge-
nious design and business plan have won 
awards from cleantech venture contests and 
investments from individuals and corpora-
tions. Please see the online video about 
Hydrovolts at www.youtube.com/ 
watch?v=gbh6K5LVrj0. 

By taking advantage of the regulatory 
scheme created in H.R. 5892 that allows for 
the rapid deployment of small hydropower 
technology, Hydrovolts will be able to 
affordably harness the hydrokinetic energy 
flowing through thousands of miles of ca-
nals. Hydrovolts has already built and in-
stalled turbines that are scalable, portable, 
low cost and easy to install. They will create 
clean energy that is accessible and afford-
able in potentially millions of sites. 
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H.R. 5892 will directly and dramatically 

help our company grow and succeed, by re-
moving regulatory barriers that are unrea-
sonably imposed on this untapped hydro-
power resource. We will get many more cus-
tomers and hire more people because of this 
legislation. It will help launch an entirely 
new clean energy source for America—canal 
power—as well as removing a major regu-
latory barrier to many existing proposed hy-
dropower projects. This is an example of 
pursing an ‘‘all of the above’’ energy security 
objective from a new perspective of distrib-
uted hydropower that supports manufac-
turing and agriculture. Above all, 
Hydrovolts supports this legislation because 
it is an important step towards the goal of 
expanding hydropower production. 

Founded in April of 2007, Hydrovolts has 
proven that it is a strong small business with 
large potential. To date, our most notable 
achievements are: 

Performance design and function validated 
at University of Washington, USGS lab, US 
Navy 

Successful demonstration project in Wash-
ington’s Roza Irrigation District 

Signed first-ever licensing agreement for 
demonstration in Federal canals with USBR 

Winner of three national contests for 
cleantech business plans 

Raised $3 million from private investors 
and grown to 14 employees, without receiv-
ing any government subsidies or grants. 

On June 19th, we met with Shaughnessy 
Murphy on your staff to discuss this impor-
tant legislation and we look forward to con-
tinue working with you on this important 
legislation. The leadership you have dem-
onstrated on the issue of renewable energy is 
appreciated. If there are opportunities for 
entrepreneurs to testify to Congress in sup-
port of H.R. 5892, we will be happy to come to 
Washington DC to speak up. Please don’t 
hesitate to reach out for this. 

Should you have any additional questions 
or wish to reach me, please feel free to con-
tact me at 206.658–4380 or 
burt@hydrovolts.com. 

Sincerely, 
BURT HAMNER, 

CEO, Hydrovolts, Inc. 

PUBLIC UTILITY DISTRICT NO. 1 
OF CHELAN COUNTY, 

Wenatchee, WA, July 5, 2012. 
Hon. CATHY MCMORRIS RODGERS, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE MCMORRIS ROD-
GERS: On behalf of Chelan County PUD, I 
would like to thank you for sponsoring H.R. 
5892, the Hydropower Regulatory Efficiency 
Act of 2012. Your leadership in recognizing 
the importance of hydropower’s renewable 
character and economic contributions is 
very much appreciated. As a large hydro-
power generator in north central Washington 
State, Chelan PUD and our customers ben-
efit significantly from this clean source of 
electric generation. We believe hydropower 
is a critical and under-appreciated resource 
in our nation’s electric generation mix. 

We are encouraged that H.R. 5892 will help 
facilitate hydropower development by ad-
dressing regulatory barriers for small hydro-
power and conduit hydropower, projects at 
non-powered dams, and closed loop pumped 
storage. These efforts are an important step 
in increasing generation from renewable hy-
dropower and better-utilizing existing infra-
structure. We also agree that studying the 
potential for pumped storage to support inte-
gration of intermittent renewable genera-
tion will be helpful as the Northwest and 
other regions work to integrate increasing 
amounts of wind into the electric grid. 

Overall, we are hopeful that your legisla-
tive efforts will bring needed recognition and 

appreciation for the contributions of hydro-
power to our nation’s electric generation 
mix. We thank you for your hard work and 
dedication to this issue. 

Sincerely, 
JOHN JANNEY, 
General Manager. 

GRANT COUNTY, Public Utility Dis-
trict, Excellence in Service and 
Leadership, 

Ephrata, Washington, July 5, 2012. 
Hon. CATHY MCMORRIS RODGERS, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CONGRESSWOMAN MCMORRIS RODGERS: 
Grant County Public Utility District (Grant 
PUD) applauds your extraordinary leader-
ship in Congress to increase our nation’s re-
newable hydropower capacity and expand 
American jobs and economic opportunities 
throughout the United States. 

Grant PUD strongly supports your bi-par-
tisan legislation—H.R. 5892, the Hydropower 
Regulatory Efficiency Act of 2012. We are 
pleased that this bi-partisan bill, introduced 
by yourself and Rep. Diana DeGette (D–CO), 
is scheduled for passage by the U.S. House of 
Representatives on July 9, 2012. Grant PUD 
believes it will foster significant growth of 
sustainable hydropower development that 
will strengthen our domestic economy, envi-
ronment and renewable energy supplies. 

We also commend the many additional co- 
sponsors of this legislation, which include: 

Rep. John Dingell (D–MI) 
Rep. Cory Gardner (R–CO) 
Rep. Robert Latta (R–OH) 
Rep. Ben Luján (D–NM) 
Rep. Ed Markey (D–MA) 
Rep. Jim Matheson (D–UT) 
Rep. Todd Platts (R–PA) 
Rep. Lamar Smith (R–TX) 
Rep. Lee Terry (R–NE) 
Rep. Greg Walden (R–OR) 
Hydropower is a reliable, available, afford-

able and renewable energy resource. H.R. 
5892 reminds us that hydropower has much 
more to offer and must play a key role in 
any ‘‘all-of-the-above’’ energy strategy. 
Think about this one statistic: Of the 80,000 
dams across the United States, just three 
percent (3%) are utilized to generate 
hydroelectricity. Just three percent! This 
legislation puts America on a path to tap 
this available infrastructure, support our en-
vironment and employ hundreds of thou-
sands of American workers. 

According to the Department of Energy, 
12,000 megawatts (MW) of new hydropower 
capacity could be developed at existing dams 
that currently do not generate electricity. 
This would increase U.S. hydropower capac-
ity by 15 percent without building any new 
dams. That is enough energy to serve 4.5 mil-
lion residential customers. 

Grant PUD strongly supports the Hydro-
power Regulatory Efficiency Act of 2012, 
which also enjoys broad public support from 
American Rivers to the National Hydro-
power Association. 

We appreciate your leadership on national 
energy issues and stand ready to assist you 
and the bill’s numerous co-sponsors in pro-
moting hydropower as a reliable, available, 
affordable and sustainable source of renew-
able electricity that will protect our envi-
ronment and expand American job opportu-
nities. 

Sincerely, 
ANDREW D. MUNRO, 

Grant PUD—Director, 
Customer Service Di-
vision, and Past 
President, National 
Hydropower Asso-
ciation. 

Ms. DEGETTE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I’m proud to stand here today with 
my Western colleague, Mrs. MCMORRIS 
RODGERS, to speak in support of the 
Hydropower Regulatory Efficiency Act, 
H.R. 5892. Both of us realize how impor-
tant hydropower is towards our coun-
try and towards energy independence. 
It’s the largest source of renewable en-
ergy in America today, but, as Mrs. 
MCMORRIS RODGERS said, it’s only 3 
percent of our Nation’s dams that are 
producing this power. 

The Hydropower Regulatory Effi-
ciency Act will enable increased elec-
tricity production from clean domestic 
energy sources by removing roadblocks 
to new hydropower projects. This legis-
lation will create smarter and more ef-
ficient permitting processes for hydro-
power projects across the Nation by 
easing the licensing requirements for 
small hydroelectric projects. 

In particular, the bill will allow the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commis-
sion to extend preliminary permits for 
those projects that had been conducted 
responsibly and to expand the number 
of hydropower projects that are exempt 
from FERC licensing requirements. 
The bill also directs FERC and the Sec-
retary of Energy to perform studies 
that will reveal new potential for hy-
dropower production and to increase 
grid reliability. This legislation will 
promote growth in our hydropower in-
dustry and it will create new jobs. 

Since my colleague, Mrs. MCMORRIS 
RODGERS, and I began crafting this bill 
in December of last year, it has ad-
vanced with strong bipartisan support 
every step of the way. This is a testa-
ment both to the substance of the bill 
and to the spirit of everybody who con-
tributed to the process. Members, staff, 
and stakeholders negotiated construc-
tively and openly to produce this legis-
lation. It’s important for us to realize 
that even in these politically charged 
times, such collaboration is possible 
and necessary for us to fulfill our com-
mitment to the American public. 

I want to thank my colleague across 
the aisle for her hard work on this bill, 
and I also want to acknowledge Rank-
ing Member WAXMAN and Chairman 
UPTON on the Energy and Commerce 
Committee for their support through-
out the process. 

H.R. 5892 will expand our potential to 
advance clean energy production and 
create jobs. I urge all Members to vote 
for this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from Washington 
(Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS) that the 
House suspend the rules and pass the 
bill, H.R. 5892. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Ms. DEGETTE. Mr. Speaker, on that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 
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The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 6:30 p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 5 p.m.), the House 
stood in recess. 

f 

b 1830 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of 
California) at 6 o’clock and 30 minutes 
p.m. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings 
will resume on motions to suspend the 
rules previously postponed. 

Votes will be taken in the following 
order: H.R. 4155; H.R. 4367; and H.R. 
5892, in each case by the yeas and nays. 

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. Remaining 
electronic votes will be conducted as 5- 
minute votes. 

f 

VETERAN SKILLS TO JOBS ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 4155) to direct the head of 
each Federal department and agency to 
treat relevant military training as suf-
ficient to satisfy training or certifi-
cation requirements for Federal li-
censes, as amended, on which the yeas 
and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Utah (Mr. 
CHAFFETZ) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, as amended. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 369, nays 0, 
not voting 62, as follows: 

[Roll No. 452] 

YEAS—369 

Ackerman 
Adams 
Aderholt 
Alexander 
Altmire 
Amash 
Amodei 
Andrews 
Baca 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Baldwin 
Barber 
Barletta 
Barrow 
Bartlett 
Barton (TX) 

Bass (CA) 
Bass (NH) 
Becerra 
Berg 
Berkley 
Berman 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Bono Mack 

Boren 
Boswell 
Boustany 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (FL) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Buerkle 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Calvert 
Camp 
Canseco 
Cantor 

Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carnahan 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clarke (MI) 
Clay 
Clyburn 
Coffman (CO) 
Cohen 
Cole 
Conaway 
Connolly (VA) 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cravaack 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Critz 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (KY) 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
Denham 
Dent 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donnelly (IN) 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellmers 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallegly 
Garamendi 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez 
Goodlatte 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grijalva 
Grimm 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hahn 
Hall 
Hanabusa 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayworth 
Heck 
Heinrich 
Hensarling 

Herger 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hochul 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Israel 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones 
Jordan 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly 
Kildee 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kissell 
Kline 
Kucinich 
Labrador 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Lankford 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Latta 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Long 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Lummis 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Mack 
Maloney 
Marchant 
Marino 
Markey 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meehan 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Moore 
Moran 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 

Olver 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pitts 
Platts 
Poe (TX) 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Quayle 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reed 
Rehberg 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Reyes 
Ribble 
Richardson 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Rivera 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross (AR) 
Ross (FL) 
Rothman (NJ) 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Runyan 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schilling 
Schrader 
Schwartz 
Schweikert 
Scott (SC) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Southerland 
Speier 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stivers 
Sullivan 
Sutton 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Tipton 
Tonko 
Towns 
Tsongas 
Turner (NY) 
Turner (OH) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 

Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walsh (IL) 
Walz (MN) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 

Watt 
Waxman 
Webster 
Welch 
West 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (FL) 
Wittman 
Wolf 

Womack 
Woodall 
Woolsey 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Young (FL) 
Young (IN) 

NOT VOTING—62 

Akin 
Austria 
Benishek 
Bonner 
Brooks 
Butterfield 
Campbell 
Cardoza 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chandler 
Clarke (NY) 
Cleaver 
Coble 
Conyers 
Culberson 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Ellison 
Farenthold 

Filner 
Flake 
Fleischmann 
Frank (MA) 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gosar 
Green, Al 
Gutierrez 
Hirono 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (IL) 
Landry 
Lee (CA) 
Lewis (CA) 
Lipinski 
Lynch 
Manzullo 
Meeks 
Miller, George 

Murphy (CT) 
Myrick 
Neal 
Olson 
Pascrell 
Paul 
Pence 
Peters 
Rohrabacher 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (WI) 
Schmidt 
Schock 
Scott (VA) 
Shuler 
Simpson 
Stutzman 
Whitfield 
Wilson (SC) 
Young (AK) 

b 1855 

Mr. MCDERMOTT, Ms. WOOLSEY, 
and Mr. ALTMIRE changed their vote 
from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill, as amended, was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated for: 
Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall vote 

452, the vote for H.R. 4155, the Veteran Skills 
to Job Act, had I been able to vote, I would 
have voted ‘‘aye.’’ 

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall 452, I 
was away from the Capitol due to prior com-
mitments to my constituents. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘aye.’’ 

Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 
452 I was unavoidably detained. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘aye.’’ 

f 

ELECTRONIC FUND TRANSFER ACT 
AMENDMENT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 4367) to amend the Electronic 
Fund Transfer Act to limit the fee dis-
closure requirement for an automatic 
teller machine to the screen of that 
machine, on which the yeas and nays 
were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. 
LUETKEMEYER) that the House suspend 
the rules and pass the bill. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 371, nays 0, 
not voting 60, as follows: 

[Roll No. 453] 

YEAS—371 

Ackerman 
Adams 
Aderholt 

Alexander 
Altmire 
Amash 

Amodei 
Andrews 
Baca 
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